F043412

F040511

F040511

F041897

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

Robert B. v. Superior Court of Stanislaus Co.; Stanislaus Co. Community

Services Agency

Pursuant to the terms of this court’s order of August 22, 2003, and
the failure of any party to request oral argument, the oral argument
date of September 11, 2003, is vacated.

This matter is deemed submitted on the date of this order.

People v. Sohal

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Sohal
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Hernandez

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F041897 People v. Hernandez
The judgment is affirmed with modifications.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F043089 Jennifer B. v. The Superior Court of Kern County; Kern County
Department of Human Services
Let a writ of mandate issue directing respondent court forthwith to
vacate its May 2003 order denying petitioner reunification services
and in its place order real party in interest to develop and implement a
reunification service plan for petitioner.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F039974 People v. Urquidi
The judgment is affirmed. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Harris, Acting P.J.; Buckley, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F043410 Sara S. v. The Superior Court of Stanislaus County; Stanislaus Co.
Community Services Agency
Pursuant to the terms of this court’s order of August 22, 2003, and
the failure of any party to request oral argument, the oral argument
date of September 18, 2003, is vacated.

This matter is deemed submitted on the date of this order.

F040278 Calif. Psychiatric Transitions, Inc. v. Delhi Co. Water Dist.
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.
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F041054

F040448

F040371

F040796

F040921

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

Christina Johnson v. County of Fresno et al.

The judgment of dismissal is reversed. The trial court shall enter
an order overruling the demurrer. Costs are awarded to Johnson.
Wiseman, J.

We concur: Harris, Acting P.J.; Buckley, J.
[CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION]

People v. Young

The order for appellant to pay for the victim’s SART examination
is stricken. In all other respects, the judgment is affirmed. The trial
court shall prepare an amended abstract of judgment and forward
copies thereof as appropriate. Harris, J.

We concur: Vartabedian, Acting P.J.; Gomes, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Wilson

This matter is remanded with directions to amend the abstract of
judgment to reflect 237 days of credit for time served and to forward it
to the appropriate authorities. Otherwise, the judgment is affirmed.
Wiseman, J.

We concur: Harris, Acting P.J.; Buckley, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
Pimentel v. Snell et al.

The order of April 8, 2002, is affirmed. Defendants are awarded

their costs on appeal as may be determined by the trial court.
Vartabedian, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Cornell, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
Nob Hill Transportation v. Eckhaus

The judgment is affirmed. Respondent is awarded costs on appeal.
Dibiaso, Acting P.J.

We concur: Levy, J.; Cornell, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE
Fifth Appellate District

F040209 People v. Ellis

In Superior Court case No. 70358 the restitution fines imposed
pursuant to Penal Code sections 1202.4, subdivision (b) and 1202.45
are each reduced to $200. As so modified the judgment is affirmed.
The superior court is directed to prepare an amended abstract of
judgment accordingly and to transmit certified copies of the amended
abstract to all appropriate parties and entities. The judgment in
Superior Court case No. 80934 is affirmed. Harris, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Gomes, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F040535 People v. Frausto

Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in

accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the case
is submitted for decision.
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F042673 Takahashi v. Law Offices of Brian K. Ross
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a)(1) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F043103 Conservatorship of the Person & the Estate of Liana S.
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a)(1) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F043144 People v. Ellis
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 37(b) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F043134 People v. Kellner
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 37(b) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F043454 Tanasha D. v. The Superior Court of Fresno Co.; Fresno Co. Dept. of
Children & Family Services
Pursuant to the terms of this court’s order of August 27, 2003, and
the failure of any party to request oral argument, the oral argument
date of September 18, 2003, is vacated.

This matter is deemed submitted on the date of this order.
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